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INTERVENTION WQUEST 

On January 10, 2014, U N S  Energy Corporation (“UNS Energy”) and Fortis, Inc. 

(“Fortis”) filed a Joint Notice of Intent to Reorganize (“Joint Notice”) with the Commission, 

which occasioned the establishment of the Instant Proceeding3 In essence, as a result of a 

December 11, 2013 Agreement and Plan of Merger (“Merger Agreement”) entered into among 

U N S  Energy, Fortis, FortisUS and Color Acquisition, (i) Color Acquisition would merge into 

U N S  Energy, (ii) UNS Energy would become a wholly-owned subsidiary of FortisUS, an affiliate 

of Fortis, (iii) Fortis would become UNS Energy’s ultimate parent, and (iv) UNS Energy’s 

existing shareholders would be replaced by FortisUS as the sole shareholder of UNS Energy.4 In 

’ This ~ e ~ ~ c  docket has 
response to a  no^^^^ 4, 
Control, As r e f e ~ n ~  herein, this docket will 

As used herein, and BS 
‘Arizona Utiliti~s’~ ~ c l u ~ e s  Tucson Electric Power ~ o ~ p ~ ~ ,  UNS Electric and UNS Gas, 
j In the Joint Notice, UNS Energy is acting upon behalf of itself and its a ~ l ~ t e ~  U ~ S o ~ e  En 
:“UES”], Tucwn Electric Power ~ ~ ~ p ~ y  VTEP“), UNS Elecaic, hc, (ICUNS Eiecaic”) and UNS G 
Gasw). fn that regard, in both the Joint Notice and herein, TEP, UNS Electric and W S  Gas will be ~ l l ~ t i v e l y  
referred to as the ‘‘Arizona ~ ~ j l i t ~ ~ ~  In ~ d i ~ o n ~  in the Joint Notice Fortis is acting upon behalf of itself and its 
~1~~~~ FortisUS ~ o ~ d i n ~  Nova Scotia ~~~~~~ ~ ~ ~ o ~ ~ ~ U ~  Nova ~ o ~ ~ ~ ~ ,  Fortis US, Inc. ~ F o ~ ~ U S * ~  and Color 
tlcquisition Sub, Inc, (“Color A ~ u i s i ~ ~ o ~ ~ ) *  

See Joint Notice a? page 2, lies 1-4, AIM, w J a n ~  24,2014 p ~ ~ e d  ~ e ~ t i ~ o n y  of UNS ~n~~~ w i ~ e ~  David 
S, H ~ ~ h ~  at page 2, lines 11-t6 and page 3, fines 8-83; and J~~ 24,2014 p ~ ~ d  € ~ ~ m o n y  o f ~ o ~ s  ~~~e~ 

. ~~ to the ~ o ~ ~ ~ s ~ ~ ~ n ~ ~  Docicet 
Docket” 

Joint Notice of ~ ~ r ~ ~ t j o n  f‘Joint Notice”), the term 

Barry v. Perry at 
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See Joint Notice at page 2, lines 4-6. Also, see j~~ 24,20 mony of UNS Ene 
G. ~ u ~ h ~ s  at page 3, lines 15-16; and, J~~ 24,2014 pre of Fortis w i ~ e ~ s  
page 12, lines 15-17, 

Joint Notice at page 3, line 1 It 
Joint  tic^ at page 3, line 18-19, A~~~~ c ~ l ~ ~ n ~ ~  is ‘’. . , fvii) invesri . I .to deliver inc 

magy . I .” [joint Notice at 
3sm. 

3, tines 21-23] which, as noted above, is 
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cl who, in turn, will serve at the ~ l e ~ ~ e  af ~ o ~ ~ s ~ ~ ,  In that ~~~~~ in d e ~ ~ ~ ~ i n ~  Fortis5 b ~ i n e s s  

utilities, the Joint ~o~~~~ ~~t~~ that 

ated utility has its own 
lives in the area served by the utility and 
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In ~~~ ihis o b ~ ~ a t i o ~  Noble ~ o l u t i o ~  does not i n ~ ~ d  in any way ta 

the ~ u m ~ t e n ~ ~  or caliber of UNS Ene 

, based upon i ~ o ~ ~ i o n  av~lable to it, Nabk ~ o l ~ t ~ o ~   id^^ them to be very 

capable, But, as noted above, u l t i ~ t e l ~  they are ~ c # ~ t ~ ~ l e  to and s u ~ ~ ~ t  to policy d ~ ~ c ~ o n  

d ~ e ~ ~ ~ d  by 

Fortis~S nu later than one ( I}  year f o l l o ~ n ~  o usi in^ ofthe m 

A~~~ the above b ~ ~ ~ o ~ d ~  Noble ~ u l u t i ~ ~  ~ l i ~ v e ~  it is ~ p o ~ ~  that 

andlor entities ~ t e ~ ~ t e d  in one (1) ur more ufthe "si 

As of this ~~~~~ Noble ~ o l u ~ o ~  does not a ~ § i t i o ~  as to whether or not the 
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Commission should approve the proposed merger, either with the conditions proposed by the 

signatory parties to the December 1 1, 201 3 Merger Agreement and/or additional or substitute 

conditions determined by the Commission to be appropriate. But, as noted above, Noble 

Solutions is very interested in being able to ascertain directly from senior executives of Fortis the 

views and position(s), if any, of Fortis and FortisUS with respect to how potential impacts to the 

Commission's current energy utility model resulting from innovation and technological 

developments in the generation and delivery of energy might be addressed in future Commission 

policies. In that regard, Noble Solutions believes that Fortis' views and position(s) can best be 

ascertained through direct examination and cross-examination and/or questions during an 

evidentiary hearing. 14 

For the reasons discussed above, Noble Solutions could be directly and substantially 

dfected by a Commission decision in the Instant Proceeding. Further, Noble Solutions' 

participation as a party would not unduly delay conduct of said proceeding, inasmuch as Noble 

Solutions currently does not anticipate raising any issues not already raised by the Joint Notice 

md the January 24,201 4 prepared testimony of UNS Energy and Fortis. 

WHEREFORE, Noble Solutions hereby requests that the Commission enter an appropriate 

form of order granting (i) Noble Solutions' Application for Leave to Intervene in the Instant 

Proceeding and (ii) Noble Solutions all rights as a party of record therein. 

Dated this 11' day of February 2014. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Lawrence V. Robertson, Jr. 
Attorney for Noble Americas Energy Solutions LLC 

f i e  original and thirteen (1 3 )  copies 

As of this juncture, no evidentiary hearings have been scheduled in the Innovation Docket, nor is there any present 
wurance an evidentiary hearing will be conducted. Whereas, pursuant to the Commission's January 31, 2014 
'rocedml Order in the lnstant Proceeding, an evidentiary hearing has been scheduled to commence on June 16, 
!014. 
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A copy of the same served by e-rnail 
or first class mail e date to: 

Bradley Carroll 

MS ~ ~ ~ ~ 1 0  
88 E. B ~ ~ ~ w a y  Blvd 

P.O. Box 71 1 
Tucson, AZ ~ ~ 7 0 2  

Snell ~ ~ i l m e r ,  LLP 
One Arizona Center 
400 East Van Buren Street, Suite 1900 
~~~n~~ AZ 8 5 U ~  
A ~ ~ ~ e y §  fur Fortis Inc, 



~~ 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

1 1  

12 

e 13 
z” 

w 
5 18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

2 


